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PAC contributions in the campaign. It 
is on both sides of the aisle, Repub-
licans and Democrats. 

Now, I used to study economics in 
graduate school. And I know some eco-
nomics. There is zero way to explain 
the economics of this. You have let the 
marketplace happen. We are not a so-
cialistic country. Socialism does not 
work where the government manages 
prices, tries to manage production. It 
does not work, so we have to get rid of 
a program like this. 

I am encouraging my colleagues as 
this program starts costing us hun-
dreds of millions of dollars, billions of 
dollars in the government, we cannot 
afford to continue to allow this. I urge 
my colleagues to join with me and the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) in a bipartisan effort 
to get rid of the sugar program. 
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MISTREATMENT OF GAY, LESBIAN, 
AND BISEXUAL PATRIOTIC 
AMERICANS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. FRANK) is recognized 
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes. 
JOIN BIPARTISAN EFFORT TO ELIMINATE SUGAR 

PROGRAM 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 

Madam Speaker, I want to begin by ex-
pressing my agreement with the com-
ments of the gentleman from Florida. 
One of the things he called attention to 
is a very curious publishing phe-
nomenon. I have listened to many of 
my colleagues who are great supporters 
of free enterprise and who attribute the 
virtues of the market of free enterprise 
to all manner of people, mostly poor 
and working-class people who look for 
help. But apparently there is in every 
free market text ever written, Milton 
Friedman, Ludwig von Mises, et cetera, 
a secret footnote that can only be read 
by people who represent certain agri-
cultural interests, which says to them, 
this free market stuff is great for poor 
people and for people who try to work 
in factories, but it does not apply to 
agriculture, because by some strange 
literary feat, the strongest supporters 
of an unrestrained free market system 
consistently make an exception for 
some protected and politically favored 
parts of agriculture. 

I will be voting for the amendment 
that the gentleman mentioned. 

Madam Speaker, I want to talk today 
about the recent report that was issued 
by the Inspector General documenting 
a fact that many of us already knew, 
and that is that the mistreatment of 
gay, lesbian, and bisexual patriotic 
Americans who have tried to serve 
their country has been one of the most 
discouraging aspects of this adminis-
tration’s record. 

Ordinarily, being able to say ‘‘I told 
you so’’ makes one feel pretty good. 

People pretend they do not like to say 
‘‘I told you so,’’ but most people do. 
But in this case I say it sadly. I and 
others have been telling the President 
and the Secretary of Defense and oth-
ers that for years now that they were 
allowing patriotic, honorable young 
men and women who happen to be gay, 
lesbian, or bisexual and who were moti-
vated by a desire to serve their country 
to be mistreated. 

I do not fault President Clinton for 
the adoption of the ‘‘don’t ask, don’t 
tell’’ policy; I think he tried very hard 
to get a better policy. But he is cul-
pable for the fact that once the policy 
was implemented, he did not effec-
tively compel the military to live up 
even to the slight improvement it rep-
resented. Neither he nor Secretaries of 
Defense under him, particularly Sec-
retary Perry and Secretary Cohen, 
have taken it seriously. I must say 
that I am particularly disappointed in 
Secretary Cohen from whom I expected 
more. 

For years, we have been telling the 
Secretary the facts that he now has to 
acknowledge, because a young man was 
tragically murdered, a young man who 
made the mistake of wanting to serve 
his country in the military, who had a 
flawless record, and who was tragically 
murdered by anti-gay bigotry, fostered 
by the policy of the administration. 
Only after that murder could we get 
the Secretary to say, okay, I will look 
into this, and he now has to acknowl-
edge what we have been telling him all 
along. But he must understand that 
part of his own actions have been part 
of a pattern all along. 

When the Navy outrageously violated 
the privacy of a young man named 
Timothy McVeigh, a patriotic member 
of the Navy, and a Federal judge ruled 
that they had violated his rights, the 
Defense Department resisted that rul-
ing, sought to appeal it, and had to be 
overruled by the President, one of the 
few times that the President did get in-
volved. Even now, in the aftermath of 
the murder of Mr. Winchell, we have 
the people at that base where absolute 
harassment was proven to have hap-
pened going unpunished. We had an of-
ficer at 29 Palms issue a viciously big-
oted e-mail about gay people, and he 
goes unpunished. 

The fact is that the administration 
cannot pretend that it did not know 
this was happening, and it certainly 
has to give a more effective response, 
even now, with the Inspector General 
documenting what the Secretary 
should have known because people have 
told him this for years, his response is 
well, I am now appointing a commis-
sion and in July, at the end of July, I 
will consider implementing some cor-
rective steps. 

There are things he can do right 
away, from his own personal involve-
ment to some very specific policies. He 
has made a few steps. They have paled 

in insignificance to the kind of bigotry 
that is still there. Secretary Cohen has 
been there for over 3 years. Does he 
want to leave office with only the last 
couple of months of his stewardship of 
the Defense Department being a time 
when he paid serious attention to this? 

Let us be clear what we are talking 
about. Young Americans who happen 
to be gay, lesbian or bisexual who, in 
accordance with the policy that is now 
the law, want to serve their country, 
and they are treated brutally, unfairly; 
they are ridiculed, they are threatened, 
they are physically assaulted, and 
until now, they have not been able to 
get protection from the military they 
have sought to serve. 

Secretary Cohen has already waited 
too long. We cannot undo the terrible 
mistakes that were made by the Sec-
retary that the President allowed to be 
made, and the President has an excel-
lent record in confronting prejudice 
based on sexual orientation. He will get 
history’s good judgment for having 
helped lead the fight against that prej-
udice. There is this one flaw. 

Madam Speaker, it is not too late in 
these remaining months of the admin-
istration to undo it, and I hope that 
they will. 

f 

MEN AND WOMEN IN THE MILI-
TARY ON FOOD STAMPS IS UN-
ACCEPTABLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, again, I am on the 
floor to talk about our men and women 
in the military on food stamps. I want 
to start my comments by reading from 
the ABC show ‘‘20/20,’’ June 25, 1999. 
This was an interview. The title was 
‘‘Frontlines Food Lines,’’ and I want to 
read just a few comments. First, I will 
start with the reporter, Tom Jarriel; 
and he says, ‘‘Military families re-
deemed a huge $21 million worth of 
WIC coupons in Defense commissaries 
last year. Even with that government 
help, the Millers cannot afford the in-
surance copayment to have their son’s 
cavities filled.’’ 

I further want to quote an interview 
with David Lewis. David Lewis is a re-
tired warrant officer and his quote is, 
‘‘I think the biggest problem is that 
they just don’t have enough.’’ 

Going back to Tom Jarriel again, the 
reporter for ABC’s ‘‘20/20,’’ and he says, 
‘‘Retired warrant officer David Lewis, 
a hardened combat veteran of 26 years 
in the Marine Corps, teaches financial 
planning to thousands of Marines a 
year at Camp Pendleton.’’ David Lewis 
further states, ‘‘At first it really both-
ered me that they did not have enough 
pride in themselves and I said,’’ 
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quoting David Lewis, ‘‘Well, wait a 
minute. It doesn’t have anything to do 
with pride. It probably took more cour-
age for that kid to get food. It probably 
took a lot of courage for that kid to 
say, I cannot take care of my family; I 
need help.’’ 

Tom Jarriel further states, ‘‘Lewis 
calculated that by total hours junior 
enlisted troops do not even earn min-
imum wage.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I want to read that 
again. 

b 1245 

‘‘Lewis calculated that by total work 
hours, junior enlisted troops do not 
even earn minimum wage.’’ 

Madam Speaker, that is why I am on 
the floor today, and I have been once a 
week ever since we got back in Feb-
ruary. 

I introduced H.R. 1055, which would 
help our men and women in uniform on 
food stamps. I am pleased to say today 
that there is strong bipartisan support. 
We have approximately 90 people who 
have signed this bill. I am encouraging 
our leadership, as well as the Demo-
cratic leadership, to please, let us not 
leave here in September or October and 
not speak to those who are serving our 
Nation, those who are willing to die for 
this country, that are on food stamps. 

To me that is unacceptable. That to 
me is what I think America stands for, 
is to help those in uniform who are 
willing to give their lives for this coun-
try. 

What I have before me today is a Ma-
rine. This Marine is getting ready to 
deploy to Bosnia. We seem to be able to 
find $9 million to $10 million for Bos-
nia. We have already spent $10 billion 
to $11 billion in Yugoslavia. Yet, this 
cost to pass H.R. 1055 to get a $500 tax 
credit for those on food stamps would 
only cost this government $59 million 
over 10 years, roughly $5 million a 
year. 

I will be the first to say this will not 
get them off food stamps, but what I 
will say is that it will say to those in 
the military who are on food stamps 
that we in the Congress are concerned 
about the fact that they are on food 
stamps and they are willing to die for 
this country. 

I look at the other bills that we pass 
in the Senate and the House, and we 
can find billions of dollars in tax cred-
its for Tysons Food to study chicken 
manure and how this might help with 
energy problems. I say, let us take care 
of those first who are willing to take 
care of America. They are our men and 
women in uniform who are on food 
stamps. 

I look at this little girl, Megan is her 
name. She is standing on the feet of 
her daddy. Do you know what, that se-
rious look that she has, she is looking 
at a camera. In his arms he has his 
daughter Brittany. I am thinking 
about Megan. She does not know this 

at her age, but her daddy might not 
come back. He might not come back. 
He is willing to give his life for this 
country. 

This Marine represents all of our 
military in both Air Force, Navy, 
Army, and Coast Guard that are will-
ing to serve this Nation. 

Madam Speaker, I hope that our 
leadership, working together with the 
Democratic leadership, will see that we 
do something to help men and women 
in uniform on food stamps. I want to 
close my comments by sharing with 
you and the other Members here on the 
floor today a simple poem but I think 
a very powerful poem that was written 
by a Marine, Father Dennis O’Bryan, 
United States Marine Corps. 

His poem goes like this: 
It is the soldier, not the reporter, 
Who has given us freedom of the press. 
It is the soldier, not the poet, 
Who has given us freedom of speech. 
It is the soldier, not the campus organizer, 
Who has given us the freedom to dem-

onstrate. 
It is the soldier who salutes the flag, 
It is the soldier who serves beneath the flag. 

Madam Speaker, it is the soldier 
whose coffin is draped by the flag who 
allows the protester to burn the flag. 

Madam Speaker, I close by saying to 
the leadership in the House, please, let 
us pass this legislation to help those 
men and women in uniform on food 
stamps. 

f 

LIVABLE COMMUNITIES IN 
VIRGINIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, 
this week there is a meeting in Nor-
folk, Virginia, of the unsung heroes of 
the efforts to promote Virginia’s liv-
ability, the town planners and the cit-
izen volunteers who are on the front 
lines doing one of the hardest jobs in 
terms of coping with the problems of 
growth and development and sprawl in 
Virginia, but sadly, they have fewer 
tools than almost any State in the 
country. 

They know what to do, but despite 
those efforts, the State of Virginia has 
had unbalanced growth over the course 
of the last 15 years. The 1990s were a 
disaster. There was a failure in 1990 to 
adopt minimal State planning goals 
that would have helped provide form 
and direction. 

In 1995, the legislature in Virginia 
overwhelmingly defeated Virginia’s 
Strategic Planning Act. Today we have 
a State administration that is asleep 
at the switch, and a legislature that is 
not helping the people of Virginia. 
There is no tie-in between their trans-
portation investments and land use. 

There is certainly a head-in-the-sand 
attitude regarding paying the bill. 

Even if you are one of those people 
who still feel that we can pave our way 
out of traffic congestion, and that 
number is a smaller and smaller num-
ber across the country, because com-
munity after community has proven 
that we do not have enough concrete to 
pave our way out of congestion, but 
even if one believes that, in the State 
of Virginia there is no plan to deal 
with over $50 billion of transportation 
investments that are conservatively re-
quired over the course of the next 20 
years. 

The Virginia Department of Trans-
portation, VDOT, which is behind the 
curve as it relates to many of the 
transportation agencies around the 
country, was seriously damaged in the 
1990s. There were ill-conceived pro-
grams of downsizing which ended up 
having a number of people who were 
terminated as retired, only to be hired 
back at higher salaries afterwards to 
try and move transportation projects 
along. 

But I am pleased to say that there 
are some signs that things are hap-
pening in Virginia on the right side of 
the equation. First and foremost is 
that the citizens at the grass roots 
level are pushing back. There is in-
creasing concern about unplanned 
growth. 

In Loudon County we saw a sweep of 
eight smart growth candidates into 
county office, four Democrats, two Re-
publicans, two Independents. It was a 
broad bipartisan effort to try and get 
back in control of their community. 
There were other electoral wins in 
Fairfax, Prince William, in Stafford, in 
towns and cities across Virginia. 

In the city of Suffolk there is an in-
tegrated comprehensive plan and zon-
ing to direct growth towards des-
ignated areas that can handle it. The 
highly respected Mason-Dixon poll in 
March showed that growth is the num-
ber one issue in the Shenandoah Val-
ley. Even the conservative newspaper, 
the Richmond Times Dispatch, has had 
a 180-degree change recently, and re-
cently editorialized on behalf of plan-
ning smarter. 

Madam Speaker, Virginia has given 
much to this country, the home of 
Thomas Jefferson, of George Wash-
ington. It was a leader in the demo-
cratic institutions for the entire world. 

It is my hope that their Governor and 
that their legislature will stop denying 
the problem, will work with us in Con-
gress, will work more importantly, 
with people at the grass roots level, all 
working as partners for livable commu-
nities. If they are willing to do so, to 
deal with those planners, with those 
citizen volunteers, with simple, com-
monsense steps and structure to make 
the planning process work better, Vir-
ginia communities will in fact be more 
livable and all our families can be 
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